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REMARKS 

The Examiner rejected eiaitriS I - 29 untfef 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Independent dam / 

Rog.i^iii;f; c'Luui ; while \pplic<HU cor^'end- t'uu the pcndipgciain; 1 ^utJtoi} 
ciLsbiect mylier, m order lo advasice prosecution. Applicant has anieuikd cluirn I to claritX bou 
the reci&d subjeci rnaaer produces a useful concrete and taiigibie result 

mdependem claim 12 

\rr a lut submits that claim 12, directed to an article corapuijing a -"lachirxC readable 
n cJkt! h/ stois.^ .TUthnic-txccutable Jiistmctiom recite tatutors i>abk\ natve- Tnc 
InU ! s iit ]\\ ! iv't s I o tangiDle \,rca! world) ivsult iuuf 0 W o t k neu 

ii. c'*'!. -su-^^ ^uucia^naiU> n the nM;.hine operations as would be co m iskd In t'^^ 
i>^s.txiiciion!s m claim I?," Bowevei Applicant submits that the clanncd fonctionaUtv provided 
K 5«e u<xhmc-executable m^tructions that are stored on a machmt-readable medium icpicsen'^^i 
ixnartic'c ccned n ^eawegiirdtormst v,hich is a foi mat that has been deemed u'BaentK 
tangibles K L>stun*o.% // > . i i.'Liri9y*;) 

s.^< ! tH^Nd!Tin<^ wt.jt.io. n tic vvdi 12 c<s (. irt^Ltt ^^.s^^ift \eTnatc^ia^<i'- 
o it s p Mo M ^1 ^ iiuat-i -"c^ Con pu*vr Related Noiisututofs 1 t.^.* N te' (ta section 
l.xbiKi xSnhc m aoliness feugae^t that !>ucH aubjec-t niattei \^lien taiigibl) euboccc on a 
co.Tipuie^ cadc^Dle nxdium is statutory m most cases Fot example, the fcxammer ha desci ibcd 
i^sa ni 12 as rtMi^ng ' hmetto!talu\/ md the guidelnies i>ug^cst that ' \^hcn tunct.onal dcsvuptne 

iton 5 ^ -v.>coH.o« o -i sonx computer jcadab^c medium, it beeomei* !>iruttUMlU' and 
Mi ' i! f c ikt X K V ^ ) ' o< tiiC iticeuseof 

^.tiiuo ^ „>. 5 ^ t it iJiici 0 i of Ik de''wiipti\i, ^ik . i lo ov. twlx/ed 
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independeni daim 22 

Claim 22 is directed to an apiwaftis. The Examiner states ihat "there is no iangibie (real 
worki) result found <Juc to ... the mere 'determit^ing' funcUotiaiity of tlic machine operations 
^\ouUi he oon(rolied by ... the fimction^i/procesj&mg steps in chiim 22." However. Applicant 

Mj[ !ru;v Mk,; fbc i.'!airiii„-J iprauitLS rcprc^-cn:^ ^lafiit-.'P- -r.bijct w&vci \ot <in!> ;n U\c\^ Hs- 

a of ir;M-uT-on ^pcctricalix pre^cnhcfi by 3S I'.S.C, 101. l-ur oxatnpic. c\on lu h: n- 
Wamm-duni 33 l-.3d 1354. 31 USPQ2d 1754 (Fed. Cir. 1994), in which the coun held thai 
claims 1 ~4 and 5 were directed to non-statutory subject matter, claim 5 was clearly dinjcted to 
statutory subject matter, even though it depended on clairos 1-4, Ijocause ii was directed to a 
machine. Warmcrdam. 33 F.3d at 1360. 

Dependem Claims 

Applicant submits that the dependent clainw aie similarly directed to .stamtoi7 subject 
matter tor at least the reasons discussed above for their respective independent claims. 

All claims should now be in condition for allowancci 

c^.C0Ia to tnc MFI ^stchon U't u v^lMth ^tdicb ' 5 iKKr pieici.f ptacn^v., svco kI u; ars 
^ubncjiiem acfons on ihe ments shall be tmal. except where the cxammei introduces a new 
ground otVciection that is neitlier necessitated by apphcant's aniendmctit of the claims noi based 
0.1 injon^utjor Mibn^'tted in an information disclosure statement " Smce the prcs«.pt 

olupis i ? ■n^^iuation submitted in an {ntotmatton discioMisc s .ut 'jkh \pjl v mu 

'equest*- \si*hdra\\al of the flnahty of the present Office Action. 
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